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REMARKS 



We cancelled claims 1-7, 11-13 and submitted new claims 14-27. After entering the 
amendments, claims 8, 10, and 14-27 will be pending in this application. 

The examiner indicated that Figs. 1-3 should be designated by a legend, such as "Prior 
Art." We are submitting herewith formal drawings consisting of two sheets presenting Figs. 1-3 
and which include that legend. We ask the examiner to substitute these sheets for the 
corresponding drawing sheets presently in the application. ^ 

The examiner rejected claims 1-8, 10, 12, and 13 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as b<gng 



anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 4,696,062 (LaBudde). We note, however, that contrary t(T c tyh£i| 



CP 



the examiner appears to believe, LaBudde does not teach or suggest "a semitransparent se^sor^) 
as originally claimed. More specifically, LaBudde does not teach or suggest 



a sensor assembly on the substrate, said sensor assembly having detector regions that are at least 
semitransparent to the steered optical beam, said sensor assembly also having a plurality of V ■ 
electrodes arrayed around the target region, wherein during use the steered optical beam passed 
through the target region and on toward a target element and the sensor assembly generates signals 
at the plurality of electrodes that indicate a position of the steered optical beam relative to the 
target region and that are used to control the beam steering element so as to align the steered beam 
relative to the target region 
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The examiner appears to believe that X, Y photodetector 46 is equivalent to the 
semitransparent sensor recited in the claims. But nothing in the LaBudde specification indicates 
that photodetector 46 allows any portion of the alignment beam 34 to pass through the detector 
so that it can be used after it has served its detection function. Moreover, since LaBudde is using 
an alignment beam 34, and not the data beam 36, to align his components, there is no need to 
make photodetector 46 semitransparent. Indeed, doing so would imply a reduced sensitivity of 
the detector, which would be contrary to achieving its detection function. 

Claim 26, which is similar to claim 14, is directed toward embodiments in which a 
plurality of independent and separate sensor portions are arrayed around the target region. We 
believe that new claim 26 is patentable for at least the same reasons as claim 14. That is, claim 
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New method claim 27 ^k;^ 
>*g 0. S «ee red „ ptical ' ab ° Ve ' M ° re data 27 TOites 

Please charge our Deposit Account No 08 0?T0 h. 
credits to Deposit Account No. 08-0219. ^ ch ^ es or 

RespectlnlJpubmitted, 
Date:____^v-<^^ ^^r^ O ^ j 

fine L. Prahl 

Hale and Dorr LLP Re §- N o. 32,590 

60 State Street 

Boston, Massachusetts 02109 

Telephon^~(6-i7)-526r6043-- 
Facsimile: (617)526-5000 
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